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The Senate having under consideration the bill to es¬

tablish territorial government* for Nebraska and Kan-
sss.

Mr PETrIT wild '.

Mh Prehidzmt : Before proceeding in my remarks,
.lid aspietatory to them, 1 desire to read a short despatch
thai has ju>4 reached ma
"The Baltic hat arrived, ^viili Liverpool «latm of the 8th

uiiisiit Count . >rlott '.» ruuaiou lias lulled, and the Kiisiihu
ministers bavo leli I'an? aud London 'l bo Czar's lust
pioiiomtioii ha* been tlnally rejected, und all luitlier ne^o-
nationsbroken oil. Im/I.i.:'! and France are m iking ex

tensive preparations to tend troops to Turkey. Unlets the
C*ar »peeJtly withdraws, ,i n~neial war is certain."
Mr ('resident, I return, this morning, my sincere, de-

vout, und humble ttiunks to the Ruler ot all nations tiiat
our beloved country is not involved in that dire catustro-
pbe.war. Long may wo he spared such u calamity.
Mr President, the day in a gloomy and lowering one,

and it may well be supposed that my mind und my spirits
partake somewhat of tbe condition of the element*) with¬
out hut, sir, us 1 am not a mau o' passions or of preju¬
dices, but yield a willing obedience to the dictate* of
reason and justice, enlightened, as I believe, by a sound
and unbiased judgment; as i live not for glory, in the
French acceptation of the term, nor the misguided huz¬
zas of the populace, but urn an obsequious slave to the
stern mandates of duly, 1 shall proceed, disregarding the
weather without.

Sir, it becomes me, then, to inquire, what are my du¬
ties.not my prejudices or my passions -upon this sub¬
ject? What ore iny duties towurJs my fellow-citizens,
towards my equal*, towards the States collectively, und
the States and the people individually >

ady duty, as I conceive, is, first, towards the States col-
lectively, and tbe States individually, to endeavor to pre-
serve that harmony which the machinery of the lespect-
ire governments was designed to secure to them, so that
tbere shall be no clashing, no jarring, no warring; so
that no discord may be found in their harmonious circle.
Towards my fellow-citizens and the citizens of the coun¬

try individually it is plainly my duty to place, as nearly
as may be, hil those who are constituent parts of the State
or government, ti|>on an equal political basis, with equal
political rights, so as to divide with thein, or share with
tbein an equality of right in all our property, territorial
or otherwise, and in all the protection and all the advan¬
tages of the government. Upon these principles my votes
have been, and shall be, governed upon this bill.
Mr. President, I have alreaiy said enough to satisfy

senators, if any doubt exiMi I before, as to Irjw 1 shall
vote upon the question pending before the Senate. I
need not go further to siitisly the Senate what tny juilg-
inent and conclusions arc ; but "ball beg the indulgence
ot the Senate to discuss the question, in it.* various forms,
at considerable length, i shall be driven, in the course

of my remarks, into a consideration and review ot senti-
ments which have been uttered heretofore in this body,
which 1 would gladly avoid, but that 1 believe duty to
myself requires me to refer to them.
Mr. President, so lar as the form of this bill is concern¬

ed, 1 need waste but little or no time upon it. Suffice it
to say, thst it is in the form which tins been adopted
since the loundation of the government, with little ex

cepuon and little variation, tor the organization of our
Territories. There is (die provision, to tie sure and only
one, as it seeum to me, winch meets with any serious
objection here, or will encounter any serious difficulty in
tbeotherend of tbe Capitol. That is the on* which re

peals the Missouri Compromise.for I gra^t that it does
so.or, in <»ther words, repeals tbe eighth section of the
act apprised March 6, 1WII, authorizing the people ol
Missouri Territory to hold a convention, and form a
State constitution, preparatory to her admission into tbe
Union.
There is one provision hi tins bill, however, which, in

order that the bill may harmonize with the provisions al-
leady ad'pted U|*in ti.at subject, it would seem to me,
ought to be stricken out. it will be recollected that the
paopie ute expressly authorized to legislate upnn all sub
Jects whatever, slavery included. They may either es-'
labileb or abolish it, at their pleasure arid lit their will,
if tbe constitution ot tbe United S:ates allows it. Such
is my understanding of it, and such is my desire that it
should be. But, to make the question plainer and clearer,
and to rid it of all difficulties, I will suggest, if I do not
move, the striking out of the following provision in the
sixth section :
" Ttiai Hm ,iw» by lln :.Ij >', mul »|.j> ,>vrtl ti.

the guveinu', diall l»r . ubniitlr.l lo iL»t Oailirx ol ill"
Uniitd Siaici, aud, il Unapproved, *Ij*II be null anil of
nous etieof."
My desire is to authorize the people of the Territory to

legislate upon ail legitimate subjects of legislation, with¬
out let or hindrance by tin* government. Sir, I admit
ibal the Ptrikin< out of .bat provision, or a clause, say¬
ing, in the wool positive terms, that Cotigirwi Mibmit* all
questions to tbem without an appeal to thi« government,
will not prevent ouch au Hppe.il, uor prevent our taking
cognizance ot it; for we cannot stultify ourselves; we

caniHit throw off Iroin ourselve* that power which is ne¬

cessarily, inheieritly, anil constitutionally ve«tel in us.

Vet we can show, by striking out thi* clause, wbat our
intention ia; and if our intention »hall govern those who
follow us. we aball be in a more harmonious condition.
So much for the form of the bill.
Mr. President, I proceed briefly to the consideration of

the justice wid the propriety ol this measure. Firat, an to
the justice of 1I14 measure. Wbat doea it propose i It
.ay* to ua all that our common country, the United States,
or the people tf the (Jailed .Stater, if you will, have a

!*rge unoccupied, or partially unoccupied, temtory, to
which it i» proposed 10 give an organic law, and to estab-
li»h the principle" and rule* of civilization ttere ; that
the North and the South, the F.a*t arid the West, the
middle and iha .KwenicH, alike have an interest in tbia
common propeity and coamn domain. What, then, I
ask yon, ia justice in tht» caee? How fhall justice be
applied in ibe government and the administration of lhia
property ? Shall il be appropriated to una section or to
the other exclusively I Sball you say thai the North
with ber Inititutious maj 41 there, ai.J that li.e South
sad her institutions shall not go iliere ? Or a ill you re-

veise the i>o«itiut)«, an<i nay that the South may 40 there
wilb Iter institutions, and tbe Noilb shall not go ihere f
Sit, ao far a* regard* the Stale# the n*elre», and the men,
considered a« aniens ol the respective State*, I prote«t
ihat there ia no justice, no equality in depriving each fro.11
going there wuh tbe rigi.ts that all have, and I protrM
against the principle tl.at all may not go there with the
ight<* that any have.

Hut bow dot* it apply to tha citizin after he gel* there I
IVbat does justice nay 'hen f Doe* it not my Ihat he
*ball h«ve the right lo determine hat hi* municipal in-
slltuiion* mall b« I You au'honze him to legislate U|ion
all tbe right* ot whi-r men yoa ray that the right* of
life, lihert). and of prn; rty, the marital relation, tha re¬
lation of ma»ter and servan', or ol master and appren¬
tice, if you wi'l, are not too sacied for tbem to legislate
upon *« regar!« while* ; l>u' you say tlf»t the r.ghts ot
the black man are 'o<> »acred to be trusted to tiii* neo¬
phyte or beginning order of sociality Then, sir, as a mat
ter of ju*ticr, I say it is their tight to de.eruiint what irisit
tution« wilt heal suit thsw. Cannot tboae who inhabit
tbe«edistant regions of our vi»m country, '»r sway fr-m
here, tell what institutions wi I suit their latitude arid
longitude, their climate. *oil, and piod'i<*ttoi>a I O. can
we judge belter than Ibey t And il we can, i*iir%tit,
is it fair. i« it in accordance with the principles of Ameri¬
can legislation, that we should do ao t I bold that it 1*

not. The iden that negroes, if they are to go there,are
to bs free and freemen, is to my iimid preposterous.1
mean s* to the propriety of the question. All histoiy
and all experience have shown ihat two distinct and
.eiauie races cannot live upon the same territory, under
the ¦amr govar ament, on an equality. No pnnttplg was
'tetter known to or better understood by Moset, the
leader of the children of Israel, than this, which was
made. Laowu to him by tbe thunders of Stnai, when he
.as c >m itamlod to pat all the anoient ( inss'. tes to
'leath, to pat them to the sword, leaving not one, neither
'bead man nor a tmall man, neither high nor low ; no

*te, no »e», was to except them Arid tin* was the stern
'leerneoi the Almighty himself. Upon what principle
*a» it based I It was upon the principle Ihat two races
.iisiu.ct in their organization, in the volume and amount
ol intellect, of mind, ol brain, (liferent in tbe rapidity of
the coursing ot the blood through tbeir veins, cannot
're »od er.joy equality tot'ither. 1 here ia no «ucb
'hing. It i« wile to think ol it. Look to any point in his-
,0«y. sncient or moderi., »*id you will find the same truth
'levelrij.ed M vm it in onr own country ' When our
*neestora landed at Plymnulh R ick and st James river,
what u 1* tbe ci'iidition of ;lie country? It was ovar
.f'-sd by v»«t, |e . . rful. mid nirrerou* tribe* of Indi.ins,
»" iff.-ren« «« .l» is fr ri » eht from the population
'"t! s riT r ill "fit., m Ivirt'pe I), I they live,

l.aie li . ., ..run., d VI', lip 'Il H'l e lality
*'4 Ml f h< y have not; they cannot. It 1* ut-
"riy impossible Direrging from tbe line of my argu-

inent, In idtf My. hi all kindness to ihe senator fcom Ar¬
kansas [Mr. Johnson.] who introduced u bill tbi«morn¬
ing providing for ihc organization of the Indian Territo¬
ries, preparatory to tlieir admission into the- Union a*
Slates, that he will lind it to be utterly fallacious
Mr. BRODHEAl) Civilization is entitled to thin con¬

tinent.
Mi I'KITIT. My friend from I'en>ib>lvauia. saya

civilisation is entitled to this coutinent Yea, air, it is by
a higher law tbau your constitution ; for 1 am, in one
uen«e of theteim, a higher-law man, as will be foand be¬
fore I get through. By a higher law than your constitu¬
tion, or your acts of Congress.by the stern dcciees of
the Almighty.hi* children tirot planted here are to give
way to a race ol men heavier physically and heavier
mentally, l'bt wild grass amid which he fay, the woods
where he built his moon-fire, and where he erected his
wigwam, his bow and arrow, bis Imllalo, his deer, and
all the accompaniments of the wild man, are to pass
away, and the heavier race come on with their ucrorn-

panimeuts. 1'lien the soil will be cultivated, stately man¬
sions will he reared, and the cultivated, Improved, and
domesticated animals Will bo introduced. The country
will be peopled by a race as widely ditlerent in all their
tendencies from tliat which preceded them ax they could
possibly have, been made, even by Almighty haiidn.
The Indians have no future, let me sav to those who

have a sickly sympathy oil the subject. To my mind, it
i < plain that no act can nave them from that end, that
doom placed upon them by a higher law; it is inevitable.
You may almost see.you can easily contemplate.the
period when the lust of these tribes shall have gone from
this continent, and when no remnaut of them can be
found. It were vain and idle to attempt any buch thing
as staying a destiny that has been written by the hand of
the Almighty so legibly and intelligibly that the weakest
and the most wayward may read i!. Wonder at it as you
will, pity tin in and mourn over their deplorable condition
as you may, their doom is sealed bssvond the power of
human wisdom to stay or avert.

Sir, this attempt was made iu Mexico recently, 011 this
continent to harmonise and cultivate together the exist¬
ence ot two separate and distinct races. I need not stop
to tell the Senate what has been the result, and how sig¬
nally that attemiit has failed. Where is il that you see
order there? Where is discipline, where is love, where
is harmony, where is affection? It does not exist.can¬
not exist Men who are constituted physically and men

tally different cannot enjoy, on an equality, one Common¬
wealth together. One must be the superior, and the other
the inferior The question, then, is one of extent, and
not ot kind. Where one race is inferior to the other, it
is necessarily subservient, and it is only a question of ex¬
tent as to whether they shall be slaves fully or slaves
partially. They cannot live 0.1 an equality All attempts
to produce such a result will tie idle and futile.

Let me Temind the Senate of a little piece of history,
which happened to Joshua, the successor of Moses, for
a violation ol the injunction and stern mandate from
Heaven to Moses, that unon arriving at the Promised
Land, he should destroy all the ancient Canaanites, with¬
out any exception whatever; Moses was never allowed
to pass the Jordan himself. He got a sight of the I'rom-
i-etl Land hy ascending to Pisgah's heights, and there
calling his followers together, tour hundred and forty
thousand who wtre slaves, or the descendants ot slaves,
to the Egyptians lor four hundred yeais, he bade them
farewell, and handed over his command to Joshua, his
successor.

Joshua crossed the Jordan and led the Jews to the
Promised Land, and then one of the Canaanitish tribes, by
their head men.for they were tribes like our Indians.
begged to be iiicor|>orated within their municipal body,'
and to foim a constituent part of the government and
people, professing luendship and their desire to becom*
obedient to the laws and will of the whole taki 11 to
getber

Well, sir, Joshua, the succe-* r of Moses, overcome
by his kindness of besrl, forgetting the mandate of the
Almighty tbaltbey could not live in peace together, that
it was the destruction of themselves if they did not de-
stroythe other race, made fence and terms with them
What was (be result.' In less than one year disturb-
ances, diliicullies, quarrels, and txcitem nts, consequent
upon the different organization ol the lUdeunt r.icas of
men, were the result; and Joshua, alter having made a

treaty with them, was compelled to pat even the remnant
o4 them 10 the sword. S ich, **f, von wJi tn.d ¦« lis- con¬
dition of the Indian tribes You mlj*ht 1 well attempt'
tola ne a partridge and make a dunghill fowl of it Yon
might as well attempt to domestical" the deer or the buf¬
falo.a thing that has never been successfully done-
arid make 11 as obedient a' tfie ox. The accoxpauiuic.it*
ol that race of men are t.ot those of ours, nor ours those
of the>rs.

Sir, this question is argued as though the passage of
this bill creates flavery is these Territories. 1'het i« not
true. Had the amendment ol the senator from Kentucky
[Mr. Dixon] prevailed, as he first ofletad it, that would
have been tue result Let u* lay aside all pa-sio'i anil
prejudice, and appeal to our judgment* and our intellects
Mr. DIX.ON. vVillthe Senator allow me m-rely to

enter my rotes! agaiuat the construction he gives to that
amendment? I think, il he will examine the amend*
ment, he will find tuat.so lar from legislating slavery int.;
the fsiriuuits*it lesves the question precisely where it
was belou- the set of restriction was passed II neither;
legislates slavery in nor out of the Territory, but leaves
it just where it wan without the act
Mr. PErTII'. 1 understand the -enato., and I under¬

stand what his meaning was, as be subsequently ex¬
plained it. Hut it is my business to deal with what law
it would make had it pissed, and not with the intention*
of the senator i say that il tbe amendment of the Reta¬

ilor, as first otlered, had prevailed, it would have legis-
lated slavery into this Teiritory. Ibis is not impugning
bis motives I say that is the inevitable result of the
pa«»age of such a provision, Slid I will proceed to show
the .Vnale and to give to thai senator iny view of it. We
bought tine territory from France, who had very recent¬
ly acquued it from Spaiu by a similar transaction,
while it was 111 the possession ol 8pala tbe slave law
exited all over it. ttis laws ol Spain tolerating, enconr-
aging, enloicing, and protecting slavery. Let me -ay to
senators that in tin* respect the civil and the common
law differ; that by tbe common la-v no man can be 1
«Ure I at uy ponillVQ eu&cimeui; anumcmi it a violation
of the i<Mfi:non law. anil ih> far, pro into, an enactment
>! th. i ml la* Not »o with the civil Jaw. Where the
caffiDi'4i 1,» wv ua «>»tem pit vaila, slavery docs not and
catiiif prevail without a poeitive enactim-al removing
trie imii on iaw so far, and »n t>Mtituti n* th« |.ri
iif ih« civil taw. By lite ciril law elavery doea an!
nay etiat wherever one man can control another with-
out the operation of law That ia tbe dilleretice he-
t*i en i;i two ayateina. l e civil lawr wci-ted io the
Loaiataua territory, ai.d tt> refort slavery per m ai-
i*ied all over Wat territory. By iba Mi# of it by Spain
to France that law waa not removed; for I again My
that by the aequiaition of a teiriiory of conniry by one
.oveieign iiom another tba municipal or civil law*, ttie
lawi which regulate the light and title to property, tbe
right* and dtitiee of peraon* in and goit g into that terri-
tory, ure not tinteby rrptmUi, by the trailer ol ie mver-

eignty of a ihatrict or rt-gi >11 ol COttblry front one sover¬
eign to another. All it* domestic and municipal law* re.
main unie| caied, ami ramam in fall fore* till repealed or

abrogated or changcd by the n«w NfniitD, In <<ucb an
iriatance tbe new aovereign wurceeJ* to all the right* and
datiat of tfca iOr.aar aovaraigft.and among theee right*
>i the light t9 repeal or abrogate the old Uwi and to aub-
stltO'c oi en »ct new OHM; hul till that right i* eierciaed
the o!d Uw* rem.i n full force, and the cit'iena are
entitled to daman and have the t-ffir iy, protection, and

| bvntfk ot them Ih>» te-rriiiry came to a* then a* slave
territory. Tru»-, ther# war* lew iish itiitant* or eeliler*
upon it in thin portion ; bu' newrtheleai Ihr slave law
xia'edovtr it. France, wbtle ahe had it, did not repeal

it. Now, then, whiM it came to our poase**ion, or aome
eeventeen yean afterward*, in ISM, we did, pro lanio,
repeal that nUvi- law we abrogated it under the right
which the new aovert'ign alway* has to make domestic
laws. 1'nof to that tuna Una la* remained in lore* At
that time we abrogkied und revoked i>. In the territory
here tpoken of, w the Nabta*ka Territory north of 30
deg., .'id min.. bitd went of Miaaonri and Iowa, we abro-
Rated that law.
Now I co e to what WW the amendment of the *en*.

tor fn>m Kaoturliy, (Mr. Dixon,] to *how that Unit rein-
¦titled slavery there. 1 have not the amendment before
me; hut have lead a so often that I recollect dis¬
tinctly i'* wording. Firm, it regaled (be eighth nenion
of what i* called ihe Miaaonri Comprom lae; and it de¬
clared fur her, not (hat it wn* repealed dimply, hm that
the law* ahonld be the same tliere aa though that bill h.td
never pa-«*d. That ia tbe language ol the aenator'a
amendment

Mr. DtXON. N i. air.
Mr. PKITIT. What be intended i« another thing.

It i» totally immaterial a* t;> that. I tnke it now for
KI anted that he did not intend to cr< at« slavery; yet I
muI to my friend fr'm lllinoia ere, [Mr Dooot.Aa.J im¬
mediately on the presentation of it. that I could not go
lor that measure I R'i lor lea» ig thia question clear,
tlmt the peoph them mail determmafor themselves
Gentlemen w»v that the eoni*ti ntion prStM!* ilavery

there. Well, if it doe*, we cannot abrogate il. It i* per-

fectly plain iharfjuhe^rtnstilution protects bin very there we
need have no on 1 tin subject. We can neithrr
strengthen the c^Bmullon nor weaken it Hut slavery
existed, uk 1 hajMtiqwii, before the Missouri Compro¬
mise was passfll. U vtu repeal thut law, what do you
do? You will huvfeTepealed two Uwi You repealed
tlie iilave law tjy Wfc act of 1*W0, uad by (be law of
1454 you repeal tifct repealing law, but you do not re¬
vive lb* old law. But the senator's amendment nay*
tbat the law shall be the same us if the Missouri-Com¬
promise art wu ii4^Per pa.-»ed. That in direct terms re-
rives the old law.
Mr. DIXON. lil* senator surely is mistaken in iny

amendment. .

Mr. I'ETTIT. iwith the senator would give nie u
copy. .

Mr. DIXON. 1 \wn say what it is precisely. The
senator will hud thaC so far from saying tbat the law
shall be the same us before, it only says that the people
shall have the same right to take their slaves there us
they would have had it the Missouri Compromise had
never been passed.
Mr. PETTIT. Exactly. Then you would have a

right under it to take slaves there und protect them. I
am not impugning the senator's motives. 1 am only giv¬
ing the language of his amendment u fair, not even a
critical examination. 1 am stating its legal effect. It is,
however, u question which is very easily settled by ref¬
erence to the language of the amendment. I have it here,
and I will read it:
" And be it further tnacUii, That so much oI lite eighth

section ol an act approved March (i, 1820, ontiiled "An uct
to authorize the people of lire Missouri Territory to form a
conslilu'ion and Slate government, and lor the udiiiistiou
or such State into tiro Union on an equal looting with the
original States, and to prohibit slaveiy in certain Territo¬
ries.'as declares 'thai in all that territory ceded by France
to the United Suite*, under the narue ol houuiauu, which
lies north ol 3ti degrees 30 minutes north lutuodc, blaveryamd involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the punish¬
ment ol crimes whereoi die parties thall have been duly
e.onvictcd, shall be forever prohibited,' shall not be so con¬
strued as to apply to the Territory contemplated by this
aut, or to any other Territory of the United Slates; but that
the citizens of'the several States or Territories shall beat
liberty to take and hold their slaves within any of the Ter-
litorles ol the United Stales, or of the Stales lo be formed
therefrom, as If the said act, entitled us aforesaid, and ap¬
proved as aloresaid, had never been pasted "

Now, sir, am 1 mistaken at all ? I have shown that it
reinstates the law us though the Missouri Compromise
hud never been liassed. Let tne say to the senator from
Keutucky that the hill now before you does no such
tiling Be not deceived in it. 1 say that, in my judg¬
ment, an [ shall show before 1 get through, while yeu
may take your slave there, and hold him so long as youcan collar him and control him, yet you will have no law
thereby which you can enforce your right to him. But
by your amendment, pulling the law on the same foot¬
ing that it was prior to the passage of the Missouri Com¬
promise, you would have re-estoblieU'd the slave law
all over the Territory ; for it exisled before, and by the
law of 1S20 you repealed it. That is the view 1 nave,
and 1 have no question about it. If I were interrogated
as a lawyer, I should be compiled to give that opinion ;
because the present bill leaves tbe Territory without anylaw on that subject. There is no law there for enforc¬
ing ibe ownership to a horse, or a cow, or any other
property ; nor will there be any until lha legislative au¬
thority shall define the manner of protecting the rights of
properly.You may say tbat it is a right at common law.an in¬
alienable light ; but naked rights are good for nothingunless you have the power to enforce them. It yourslave bids you defiance, and tells jou I am as free ^as
you, or il your neighbor takes your horse, or beats your
person, or otherwise tramples upon your rights of per¬
son or of property, where is your remedy ? Where is
your court? where is your jury ? You have none. Yoa
might as well say that your lights did not exist ; for
there aie no properly rights, unless you can enforce them
through the courts. A new community is going there.
Let them go there with the right tbat the majority shall
determine what law they will nave, whether it shall be
slave or free ? It should be so. Wherever the peopleof the United States go, they ought to have the right to
de ermine their domestic institution*. With this 1 shall
be content and abundantly satisfied. I could not, 1 would
not, any more Vuic for . Un ibst ueated slavery ibcre-
than [ would vote for onb that prohibited it; neither o;
w hich will I do, but I»ave it lor the people to determine
for 'lieu.-elves.
N >w, sir, cn ;<J5iani, one little reflection us to ultra,

extreme abolitionism. 1 hope there is not much of it
here. It is alleged ihat all men are created equal, and
the Decluiation of Independence is referred lo, to sustain
t'.at position. However unpopular, or however displeas¬
ing it in.iy be t<> the mass of tnv fellow-citizens, 1 am
constrained lo dissent from any such position or dogmaIt i- not true in fact, it is not true in law ; it is not true
physical:), mentally, or morally, thut all men are created
equal. 1 will pot play upon the terra of the creation of
men or babies 1 will not »ay that men are not created.
Hut, sir. is it a lact? If Mr. Jetfeison had said, in his
Declaration of Indtp. ndeiice, that ell men constituting
portions ol the body-politic nugut lo be equal, ought tohave tqual political rights, there would have been some¬
thing like propriety and wisdom in it. Hut however
egotistical or absurd r may appear in me to venture to
contradict or di«puie the language ol the Declaration of
Independence, I proceed to do it fearlessly. 1 cannot, in
tlie first place, believe tbat Mr Jellerson ever intended
to give the meaning or force which is attempted now to
be applied to this language when he said " We hold
these truths to bo seli-evident, that all men are created
equal."

I hold it to be a self-evident lie. There i* no such
thing. Sir, tell me that ihe imbecile, the deformed,
the weak, the blurred intellect in man, is my equal,physically, mentally, or morally, and you tell me a lie.rtil 1 me, sir, that the slave in tne South, who is born n
slave, and with but little over one-half tbe volume of
brnn rkat atiaches to the northern European race, is his
equal, and you tell me what is physically a falsehood.
There is no truth in at it all. Hat much more Come
from ibe slave region, and go to the tree Norto.go, tf
you will, to the States of Indiana, Ohio, New York, or
any other free Mate.anil sho.v me that the negro race, or
nit' negio iimn, is U|k>ii an equality with the while man,and yon Miow me what dors not exist Sir, it ia not true
that even all persona ol the lamt race are created equalBut Mr. Jefferson puts no limit upon it lie doe* not
say they Wave equal political right*, or ought to hava
If he had said that, there might hava been truth in it; but
when he sty* they are all crested equal, he say* that forwinch he cannot find an bone*! endorser in lb* worid
Sir, you tell me il.at (be native African, upon hia burning
h in and in hia native wilderness, is my equal, and 1
hesitate not to hool at the idea Tell ne that tbe aerf
at the Autocrat of Russia, kneeling at hia feet, and wil¬
ling to lick hi* spittle, ia my equal, and I *corn tbe aner-
iioii. Hh m not my equal There is no truth in the dec¬
laration. Men are not equal mentally, we all admit.Who are the tqualaofthe mighty fallen wbo recentlyhad teal* on tin* ll'ior.' Who are the equal* of Webater
ai.d Clay I The clarion voice of ihe one, and ihe thunder
tone* ol the otli(%, at different times, made Ihe welkin
ring, and turned tbe whole blue arch ol heaven Into one
gr*at bell, which lone I to liberty as though stiicken byihe ham, of O /d. Are you the equal* of those men I
There is no color ol tiuth in it. It i* false.physically,menially, ami morally.faUe in word, an.l false in formNeither do I belli ve thai Jtlletson intended that such
conv.ru. tion shoulJ be given to the language Kqual in
whai I H« does not t-ay Does he mean ihnt aril men
are socially equal' Now, I will demonstrate to you that
there is no such thing a* social equality. Men may be
made pjli'ically equal. It is possmie that their politicalrights may be placed upon a par, but social and mental
equality tbe God of Heaven alone controls. Men are notalike in tbtir mental organization, or in their social feel¬
ing*

Are >ou the equal ol the man who daily and nightlywallows in lb* gutter, and voinita upon all, and nau¬
seate* all who come into Ins presence .' Are you his
equal? II you are, you are not mine. It he w yourequal, you invite linn to your table, and your parlor,and make him the associate and companion of your wile
and daughter. IWive all mru that equality ! I bev have
riot wilh me, il they have with you. No, air; 1 denythat any social equality can exist between peiaoB* of opl>o*ite sot ia habits You may, per force of human laws,make political«quality ; but pet lore* of no human law
can you make social equality. Men must have tenden¬
cies, apl tudes, laates, education, and affinities alike, lie-
fore Hit> can have this social equality. Why, air, there
ia one claim of men who would readily aay that I was
not on an <quality wuh them. Tne learned divine, who
pralea all ihe lime about catechisms and creeds.about
which I know nothing.would say at once that there
was no i- rial equality between us, and 1 should be as
ready to admit it aa he would. Again, there are other
classes with which I aui not willing to admit a social
equality, Tin* language ol Mr. Jelferaon goes to one as
aiII as to Ihe other It includes physical, mental,
moral, Social, and political equality. "All men are cre¬
ated »qtial!" 1 aay thai in no One instance is them anyI color of ttulh in it. There is neither mental, moral

physical, social, nor politics! quality, to be found among
us^ It doe# not exist. Now, s me fellow wiH fay that
"Fettil is a bold iriai., ha cannot be popular at home, he
is eei taialy no democrat, because tie say* are not
all equal" lw ill fay to him, "go roll with the fellow
in the gutter, il you aie hit) equal. But I apeak what is
true 1 apeak what is the judgment pf all men, il
i!.ey dare »ay it, that neither morally, mentally,socially, physically, nor politically, does equalityexist in any country on the earth II cauuot exist in the
ua'ure of thing*. Hod himself has not created them
equal. It is not, therefore, u truism, as Jefferson put it
lorth, but it is false in form and false in fact Sir, i will
not trouble nor detain you with the inequalities which
the Almighty created, especially under his own theocracyThe only government, except this.I alwaysexcept thin,
for this is another government which lie has taken under
his speciul care.but in olden times he made exceptionshimself as to the jioliiical rights, as well as the moral,
physical, and mental lights. He treated a priesthood,lie created kings, and aet them up over the people, with
different jioliiical rights and powers 1 speak whut is liis
recorded and plainly-written will when I say there ia
no such tiling as equality among men.
Now I proceed to notice another question which haa

been laisedand touched upon by the eenator Irom Massa¬
chusetts, [Mr, Everett,] and by the senator from Texas,
IMi. Houston,] particularly, and that ia, the Indian
question und thn faith of treaties. Whenever 1 treat an
appeal made to my justice, my candor, my honesty, and
my integrity, either m a public or a private capacity, 1 in¬
quire whether there is anything wrong, and whether 1
propose to do anything wrong. Now, in reference to the In¬
dians, the honorable senator from Texas [Mr. Houston]would make you believe that all ihe Indians upon the
North American continent are to be annihilated by the or¬
ganization of these Territories. Let me say to the Senate.
for I need not say to the senator.that almost all the In¬
dians are south of this line, in the Indian country es¬
pecially provided for them. The line does not cover an
acre nor a foot of the ground reserved to the tribea to
which he alludes. They are entirely without il; so that
all his lamentations over the poor Indian, and the wrongs
and depredations committed by the whites upon him,
will fall upon my ear unheeded, and with no force what¬
ever. The faith of treaties! What treaties, I ask you,
are'we about to violate ? Is there any color or shadow
of truth in ihe allegations that we are about to violate
the plighted faith of the nation.that the treaties with
the different tribes of Indians are here to be held for
uought, and trampled upon by wanton violence? Sir,
there is nothing ol it. This bill expressly guards and
protects all the rights of the Indians It is expressly
stipulated, sir, that they shall not be disturbed, in form
nor substance, in manner nor effect, till they consenufree-
ly to sell out their lands, and then the laws ot the Uni¬
ted States shall be extended over them. It is the merest
canting and whining in the world. Suppose I had yes¬
terday given to the honorable senator from Rhode
Island, [Mr. James,] who sits before me, :t warranty
deed for a plantation that 1 had, and had agreed to war¬
rant and defend it to him forever. In other words, sup¬
pose that i had treated with him, as we treat with the
Indians, that they shall have this territory unmolested
lorever, and that 1 had warranted it to him, his heirs
and assigns, forever. The next year I wish to buy back
the old homestead, and I go to hitn and say, " My friend,
1 wish to repurchase thai property." 1 go to his attorney
lo get the papers made out; and will it do for Ihe attor¬
ney to say to my friend, " Why, you have Pettii'a deed,
with lull covenants and warranty, in which ha has stipu¬
lated never to disturb you ; andean it be possible now
that he has come here demanding a repurchase ot this
property?" Would he not reply at once, "No; he is
not seeking to disturb me; he has brought no ejectment
against me lie has not torced or threatened me with ven¬
geance unlets I surrender; but he comes to me with his
money, and asks me, for so much money, to cancel these
covenants and reconvey to him

1 hat is precisely what we are doing with these Indians;
no more, nor no less We teH thein, upon the face of
the bill, that their rights shall be protected, but that if
ihey see fit to reconvey we will enter into a new agree¬
ment with them. Wlio, then, can say that this bill is a
violation ol plighted faith and of public honor, and that it
seta treaties at defiance ? One treaty holds between the
contracting powera until they aee fit mutually to abrogate
-il.Mfcd bo ioi u.er.

I come now to ai.other joint of the argu sent. 1 ask,
is the Missouri CurripromiM! a com; act? The f-enator
from Maeeaehnartt* [Mr Kvukctt] says it i«, and that
Mr. Webster so considered it. He says that Mr. Web¬
ster, on the 7th ot March, l&.OO, made the following dec
laration:
" And I now say, nr, as me proposition uj.oti which I

.land Ibil day, ami upon lbs (rum and firnui u of which 1
inland to act unill It 1* overthrown.*'
You »ee, Mr Web*'.er had an idea himself that it

might be overthrown ; but, according to the construction
which the senator from MM-eacliusctts gives to it, there
wae no poaaibiMty of otorth rowing it; and Mr. Webiter
la thus made to u*e languor which is absurd, and in¬
applicable in thin connexion. Mr Webster says that h:s
position ia. "that there is not at this moment within the
United States a Mingle foot ol land, the character of
which, in regard to nx being tree-soil territory or slave
territory, is not fixed by xoriie 1 iw, and soma urepealable
law beyond the power of ibe action of the government."
The senator from Massachusetts intarpieta the language
of bin illustrious friend in a manner that hampers and
contracts his genius, and does him, as 1 think, in¬
finite injustice 1 be senator from Massachusetts says,
"be meant, of course, to give to the Missouri restriction
the character of a compact which the government, in
gooi. faith, triuld not repeal." I ask, could Mr. VVeb-
Staf, if In- were living, or can In* shade and his mem¬
ory now, that he is dead, feel flattered by any such in¬
terpretations of bis language.' -Sir, Mr. YVcoster filled
my idea of a grem man. Me was a great lawyer, a great
senator, a great .secretary of State, and in all the posi¬
tions which fi" occupied while living.be was emphati¬
cally gieat. H< had great thoughts and large ideas, and
as he s|>oke, you could almost see them struggling with
each other to find earape from hi« generating and prolific
brain They were heavy, ponderous, and aolia; and
wherever tbey fell, though on the hardest material, they
seemed to make indentations; and as they found utter¬
ance from his lips, they were like "apples of gold,"
charming, delighting, and convincing all who heard them
of their value Such, sir, is my estimate of the great
de|Hirted statesman 1 know the senator from Massa¬
chusetts would not do his memory injustice; but does
be not do it by the interpretation which he has given to
hm words! Did Mr. Webster suppose that the Mis¬
souri Compromise, an act of Congress, passed by oar pre¬
decessors, was irrepeal ihle by the power of (Ins govern¬
ment ? Never, never id Mr. Webster utter such an ab¬
surdity,or harbor such a thought or such a belief. Mr.
Webster knew too well what a compact was, and
whataUw was, and what were their respective con¬
stituent parts.
A eomps is an agreement between two or more per¬

sons, who ran agree, and do sgree, to abide by it, as n
rule lor their action, to do this, and to do that, and to do
the other, lor the non-performance of which a suit may
be brought or enforced Between individuals your do¬
mestic policy establishes a tribunal to which they ma>
go for the violation or non-performance of a contract or
compact. 11 a compact between nations has been viola-
lated, the ultima ratio is provided. There is an appeal to
arms, the only court known to the laws of nations to
which nations can appeal to enforce the penalty for non-
compliance with compacts or coatracte. What la a law,
as contradistinguished from a compact? It <s a com¬
mand, an imperious order from the law-maker, com¬
manding what is right, and forbidding that which is
wrong We sit here, and our predecessors have sat
here, to make law*, not compacts and agreements We
command that this shall be or shall not be so The
peonle hav« delegated thi* authority to us for a given pe¬
riod, and they mnnot resume it until that period is over
There is, then, no color of similarity between this law
and a compact. If it he a compact, who were the con¬
tracting parties > Why, the North and the South, it is
said That is not so ; for here we of the North and
w# of the South form but one government, with one
President, with oa» Senate, with one House of Repre¬
sentatives; and we represent, as such, but one constitu
ent body, and not two or three, coming together to bar
monue, by compacts, our different rights Mr Webater,
then, never intendi d to utter such an ides a* that the
Missouri Compromise, as it it called, was an nrspealable
compactThen you may ask me what did Mr. Webster mean '

for it is not to he presumed that a man of Ins great intel¬
lect would have used such an expression as that which
the senator (rom Massachusetts quotes without some
meaning. I'he interpretation which has been given to his
words by the senator from Massachusetts have shown
to be utterly without foundation, and without reason.
Then what did Mr. Webster mean? Me meant to say
that that higher law.nut the Isw which the senator from
New York [Mr. Sbwaso] once spoke of, hut that higher
law which rules all our (lestinie* and all manageable
thing- .had irrevocably stamped upon this country that
it should be free ; had irrevocably fixed the boanids U>
which slavery might go, and those to which it could not

go Thai iv what Mr Webster meant to mv , and that
law (o which he referred is certain and lixe.I It is the
Uw which the Almighty himself hat laid dowu. It is, that
the earth and its productions, or its pnwer to producepaiticulur production*.the climate, the latitude, the soil,
the heal, and cold.shall determine the line of dtuiarka
tion where slavery may or may not go. It is governed,and will be governed, by uo urbitiary law.
New England to-day would have had as many slaves

ait South Carolina or Alabama has if cotton or ric« grewthere at readily and as profitably as at the South. Cu
pidity, and not philanthropy, has dictated the course
which the North has pursued in reference to this matter.
All your suueainishtiess, all your sickly sympathy for tha
blacks, which the few sentimentalists of the North have
had, would have given way, and been submerged for¬
ever, if slave labor could have been profitably employedin the North.

Kir, the Missouri Compromise was an original act of
legislation, which, perhaps, befitted the time My pre¬decessors hnd the right to make their laws. I am now
on the stage, and 1 bhall exercise my judgment and myright, mi far as my voicc and my vote may go. The
question is, does that law suit me now ? I will not
presume to say that in the exigencies of the country at that
time it was not proper for the occasion. No doubt those
who framed it thought it won proper, appropriate, and
right, ft is not for me to nay whether it will suit iu all
time to come. It is not for me to say whether it will null
my son, if ever he shall be honored with a seut in the
national councils thirty years hence, when he shall have
attained my age I do not pretend by my action to bind
hun. 1 act fer the present generation, and judge for my¬self, and for those for whom 1 uni deputed to act.
Mr. ('resident, I come now to a question which, but

for one thing personal to myself, I might, perhaps, have
passed over entirely in this argument; and that is, the
question of the power ol Congress over the Territories.
1 am glad that the venerable senator from Michigan [Mr.
Cass] is in his seat, for I shall be compelled to turn to
and review some remarks which were made by him in
1801) The question is, have Congress power to legislate
upon this and upon all other subjects in the Territories?
My doctrine has uniformly been that we have the power ;and, in my opinion, there can be no doubt at all about it.
To say that we have not the power is to deny and fal¬
sify the very first principle of acquisition. Reason tells
us that he who acquires either hy force or by purchase,
may, and of right must, govern his acquisition. The
power exists beyond u doubt.

But the senator from Michigan did me the great honor,
while 1 was a private citizen in private life, to refer to
me in not very complimentary terms in 1650. On the
a 1st and 32d days of January of that year, when 1 was
entirely out of public life, with no public employment,
with no engagements here, but when I was at a distance
of a thousand miles from this place, that senator, in un¬
dertaking to maintain his position that there is no power
in Congress to legislate over the Territories, constituted
himself a ratechist, and me a catechumen. By chance I
found his epeech. 1 cams across it, and I read it. Prior
to that time I haJ never an aspiration, aud never an idea,
that I should reach the political elevation Dy which the
senator himself was honored with a seat on this floor ;
but when 1 found myself thus catechised, thus attacked,
and, 1 may say, thus attempted to be ridiculed, I hailed it
as my star ot destiny. From that moment 1 never had a
doubt that the senator and myself would live to meet face
to lace here, and that 1 should have the gratifying oppor¬
tunity of answering the questions which he put to me.
Sir, I knew that destiny had provided that for me. I
never doubted it. I never hesitated in my path. I knew
that so soon as a vacancy should happen from my State
in the Senate of the United States, I should be nent here,
and that the senator could not die and depart this life un¬
til that lime.

Before I proceed to read from the senator's speech, al¬
low me to preface by stating that his position is that
there is no power in this government over the Territories,
and, having once stated it, he must adhere to it. Doctor
Saugrndolike, he has written a hook, and though his
prescriptions and his practice kill everybody, he still
must adhere to them, because he has written a book. 1
might, perhaps, compare the senator's course to that of
a witness of whom a story is told. It is said that, by
accident, in describing ahorse in court, a witness swore
that he was sixteen feet high instead of sixteen hands
high. Being remind'd of his error, but being a-snied
that he ha l sworn the horte was sixteen leet high, he
said he was no changeling, and what he had sworn to
once he would swear to again. [Laughter J So, I
think, the senator is on this question Now, then, to the
extracts. The senator said :
" And a member of this body, high in character m u ju¬

rist and at a (talesman, has characterised the difference
between lbs power to Intitule governments in llio Tern-
tores and the po < er of unll'nlted r uigrc sioual legislation
over ibem, af a bundle of absurdities

I take ureal pkasure in saying tS U I cordially endorse
:bat sentiment. But here 1 beg senator* to take a dis¬
tinction between power and the exercise of power. You
have the conqueror'* right* and power* over conquered
territory, but it may not always be the part of wisdom to
exetcis* them. You have the |>ower to build tbis mightytemple, this Capitol of ours, and to line it with gold, i/
you will; but would it be the part of wisdom, or of pru-
deuce, or propriety, to do *o ! The senator proceed* :

"VVlnlo a representative from Indiana, in the neightior-
iug hail, with a courage that almost redeems hiin Irom lb*
censure".
from the infamy, he might as well have mid.
"which such a sentiment cannot but inspire In an Ameri¬
can r' siM, says 'that this government mold establish a

despotirui in any of its Territoties, beyond a doubt; this
government cou.d so.I them iiito slavery, If it plea-ed ' "

The senator quotes the language which I used in an¬
swer to aa inquiry from a man.I hardly know how to
describe him.Mr. Venable, of North Carolina. The
senator continue*:
"But wilb commendable charity".

he i* taking it ofl a little now.
"ha provides a specific for the wound he inflict*, by as-
. tiring us there is no danger. It would be preposterous to

Suppose there was, for there is airiit di iterance between
the possession and ilio exercise of power."
Me quote* what I md when a member of the House,

and continue*:
"Where he learned this lessou, that there Is no danger of

the ahuwi of power, I proles* my inability to tell. It Is a

doctrine better suit* d to the Neva than to the Wabash "

Sir, let me <sy to that senator that the Wabash i* a

large, pellucid, and tinrumxl atrram. In it* neighbor¬
hood there are large prairies, extending further llian the
eye can reach. There are the large, gigantic mountain
or hill oaks, which have for ceniuiie* bid defiance lo
the storms of heaven. There are large plantation*, and
ull thing* arc built upon n large scale. It would not be
strange, then, thus surrounded, that the Waha*h should
have an inhabitant with large, enlightened, and improved
idea*. Sir, the peopll *«,. < .lilev t.f the \Vabash gaze
U|>on nature in all it* largest development*; and it would
be strange if nature there did not produce one son cor¬

responding lo her external developments. Physically
she has produced one [laughter] fully as large as the one
produced in Michigan [Renewed laughter.] But, sir,
I |>n»s to another part of the senator's speech :

". It is not necessary to make estraot* Irom various

speeches lo show how prevalent is ihw opinion of the om¬

nipotent power of Congress over the Territories "

No; fjr all men who had ever studied or reasoned
u[*>n the subject, and had not, Sangrado-like, been com¬

muted to hi* doctrine and theory, would at once have

yielded There w,t* a uniformity, the senator admit*,
in the opinion. He proceed* :

.* I have already referred to the declaration that they
may be sold into slavery
That i* what I *aid, and I will establish it before I ain

through, if I have not do#e it already.
."and though this position Is the legitimate consequence

of the doctrine of unlimited jurisdiction, still there are lew
who would thus bcnillf follow It to lis just conclusion "

Ye«, sir. it is a "just conclusion," and I am bold
enough to speak the truth, and the conviclion* of my
judgment, anywhere and everywhere.
"There i*, however, so lit Is d,varsity of views upon ibe

quest inn itself, that nothing would be gained by reference
lo Individual speskers, where the gen -ral deductions are
the same."

Yes, sir, the general deduction* of learning, and pru¬
dence, and reason, in the absence of Sangrad >t, commit¬
ted upon the subject, nre the same, and there can be no
diversity of opinion opon it.
The senator also quotes from my speech a sentence

which he consider* as very oblactionable. It wan thin, i
said:
" The government of the Untied Mimes was a trustee,

for the great purpose ol maturing the growth of a State, and
that the citizens of thi United States were the ceitui jur
tnut "

is it objection ihle, in form or in substance, to aay that
the govermhenl of the United States is the trustee of all
this prO|>eity, and that the people of the United .State*are
the etiiwi qut irtut, for whose U-nefit the tru*t is held? II
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(teen)K to uje not. But, air, a.s to the powar of the cratui
yut (rust, the power of the people iu |bcw IVriitories,
when or where did yon everleani that the "islui^ui trust
could lay hlct hand upiu (he trust fund and handle it un¬
til he had attained hi¦> majority ? It i> glwayji subject to
the control of the trustee, particularly wluin there is a
provision that he shall make ul! "neednil rules and regu¬
lations" for its government. The atlui que Owl has no
power over the iund; the trtntn i'lone r jnttols it.
The senator further said in repaid to me:
" A meiuUor of the othai Uouso, wiiosa ateal certainly

outstripped iiia discretion wh»u Up "> Quoting bis pra-
vioui opinions, that Mia had egotism etiou^n to believe Ui«
as good as any other authority,' and ill Join - so '[hat ln>
but followed the example of the conns in wniob it Was the
regular and ever/ day praotiue to one ilu ir own decisions,'
declared alto, quit-- tx cathuira, Hint no th uld ha able to
show," i!co
The senator did not say what I said 1 rdiould be able

to ehow, but 1 remember it. It was that (his government
bad unlimited power over the Territorie-
." that these si* artieios of i« oulii. iQC* were forever

binding, unless altered by mutual i onseht; :<nd tliat no one
In Indiana bad ever been 'silly cum ii' rn doubt the va¬
lidity ol tho ordinance."
The senator took it very hard because t intimated that

a senator or a man iu Michigan.not in Indiana.had
been "ailly enough" to suppose that the fiix articles of
the ordinance of 1747 were not obligatory and biuding.I repeat, that no nnti entitle i to rrtitit or respect in In¬
diana ever entertained a duutit upon that subject. I shall
show the senator, in answer to tin* que lions put me, that
there is no such power. The otto tor continues :
" It it nol the validity of the ordinandi ivtiuro now seek¬

ing as un ordinary act of legislation, but iu| inviolability or
perpetual obligation."

I say it is perpetual in its obligation, unless by mutual
consent. 1 do not say it is inviolable, lor both parties
may consent to its repeal.
" The ?|>oalcer confounds two proposition* onti rely differ¬

ent In tbelr nature."
I think I have not, but I think he !;a I have not

i-aid that the ordinance was inviolable a .1 irrepeulable,
but i have said that it was a contract that could only
be superseded by the t.vo govirjiuJentf.State and na¬
tional. But, waiving the question of propriety on the
part of a senator of his high standing, his erudition, hi*
Elitical position.for whose elevation I had long, and

gely, and loudly labored heretofore.standing in the
Senate of the United States, ol putting questions to an in¬
dividual in private ,ife, upon the baaku of the Wabash,
and " not of the Neva," I My to him that L have come
here to-day to answer hm question*, lie proceeds :
" Let me ask him'' any oua iu lnriisuia evur doubled

the power of the people of that State u> atsmnble in eon-

vffiitibn, and to Inirouuoe slavery there, if tii.'y pleased I
Toabollsh the EuglUh common ;'.v,and .ubsiltutc the
code Napoleon.or the Louisiana code, or even tho contume
Ut Pant, which at one time was th . law o! .i part of Indi¬
ana, or choline the nature ol Uaii for offences, or And a
batter remedy lor Hie preservation of perse rial liberty than
tbo writ ol liabtat cmyut 1.all which -ire declared by the
ordinance to bo lorevor iinalu r ihle, bin b» coin non con¬
sent, or, in other wordj, they are questions ol internal
policy, which the people ure no< v en mgli to touch
without the consent of Got., a».?

Yes. sir, 1 can say to tht senator that no man in Indi¬
ana ever believed (hat such a thing could he done, and I
shall show that nol only were we bound by t!se terms of
the settlement not to introduce siuvery there, but we were
bound in our sovereign capacity, before we were admit¬
ted into this Union, lo adopt a constitution perpetuating
and embalming forever the ordinance of 1767. But the
senator proceeds:

"I had supposed, till now, that tho issw Siatos were ad-
milted into ilie Union on 'an equal looting with the original
States, in all tospects wlmiever.'"

1 wiil»top here and turn catechist, ami make the sena¬
tor from Michigan my catechumen; and I wish to know
how an t where, and by what learning anil by what au¬
thority, (hat senator thought that the ne w States hail to ,

be admitted upon an equal footing with the original
States ! How came he (o enti rtain any such thought or
idea ? Not from the constitution, which he rever¬
ences and worships, and which he so ably (in his own
estimation) expounds. Not there, but from the ordinance
ol I7s7. Tuare is the tiret pl»ce, and that wan the first lime,
where it was ever stipulated that the new States should
co'fie in on an equal footing with the original S'ates. There,
hi (hat very instrument, which lie affirmed in one instance
and denied in the o(Uer, is tuis phrase to be found. If you
can repeal and abrogate the ordinance as to one thing,
why not as to another? If )ou are bound to admit new
States en an equal foiling with the original States under
tba( ordinance, must ) ou not Mi^tain the remainder of the
ordinance 011 .tip same grout <j . \:i mui manu or tail

together. No movi<ion ot the kinJ is 10 be found in the
rouniiiuliuii. Nothing ia there ami about admitting new
Stales on an equal looting with tne 01 >trina! State*. The
only provision of th~ constitution upon the aubject is,
that Congress shall have powtr to admit new States.
The provision that they ehould cone in on an equal
footing with the original States is found in tho ordi¬
nance o( 1717. I grant you that the ordinance is obliga¬
tory and binding in this respect; that it was then, is
now, and I trust will ever he, fur t am ratified that on
this point there will be no sur'i thing a* mutual con¬
sent, for no State coming into tb: Union will be willing
to be shorn of her political equality. Here let rue say
that he, who, in a free country, ider n free; government,
seeks more rights and privile^ than i* common to all
bis fellow-ci'tzcDs, is a tbusf and a robber, and he who
tamely submits to be shorn of i« equal.ly is a coward
and a craven. I have no loar U.*l any State will ever
submit to be shorn of it* ;.' real equality when coming
into this Union.

But what did the provMrtti mean that the new Slates
should come in upon an iquul (Eoting with the original
States? Did that mean ri.it they should have the same
political internal policy I It ly meant thai when ad¬
mitted Ihey should have the political power, repre¬
sentation, and influence as iht- other States had in this
government; that they abould be admitted into the
Union upon the same footing, with the eame political
powers, rights, and duties which the other Statrs had
with reference to this government, and in this govern¬
ment, as constituent parts of it, and no*. us States at home
I wish, however, to read the remdtie of the senator's re¬
marks on this point:

'. Hut if this doclrino of the perpetual obligation of this
ordinance be correet, tho new S'sics and tfie otil-Sia'ei oc¬

cupy very uilUreul positions, indeed, and the powers of
the tailor are much greater lusii lho»u ol the Corn,er. As a

citizen of ilia Northwest, Iobjsct, toto cirln, t > lliis humiliu-
tinu difference, and 1 doubt if the Kotitltmixii will find many
ounverts to his opinion in tiis o.vn *.<.»*>."

Now, if the senator objects lo this, he objects in vain.
If tins is a political Inequality, let me tell him that neith¬
er Ins own State of Michigan, nor any new State in
which public lands lie, except rexas, has b«cn, or ever

will l e, admitted on an eqmil footing with the original
Slates if there is any one thing more than another
w hich |>ertoins lo sovereignty, it is ine disposition of the
soil within the boundsor TimiU of a sovereignly. Where
is your sovereignty over your soilI Have you any in

Michigan ? Have you any in Indiana.in Omo.or in
any other of the Stales forme 1 out of the Northwest
Territory? They ought to have had their sov
over their land*, but they have not got it a *na,'c,sfx*
fore, according to the view of the senator, ihej out a|
been admitted on an equal fooling with the o.
States. J
Where, also, is the navigation of your rivers? LoLk

atlheUhio; look at the Wabash . look at the St Mary's j
look at the Illinois, and (he Mississppt, wnich, by that
ordinance, were declared to be perpetually preserved for
public highway*. Has that ordinance ever been set aside ?
Do not your courts now unilormly hold lhal tho ordi¬
nance is binding and obligatory in that respect? The
supreme court of Indiana has repeatedly decided it The
federal court, sitting at Indianapolis this winter, lia* de¬
cides! that the Wabash river cannot be impelled hi its
navigation by State authority Th case rams up dirert-
ly. A bridge, with a draw in it, was built over the Wa¬
bash at Terre Haute by a bridge company, unde.r the au¬

thority of the State of Indiana l'he proprietor of a

steamboat running on the river did not see lit lo go
through the draw ; bul, as the bii lge was a light one, lie
ran his steamboat against il. and knocked down three or

four of the arches The steamboat proprietor sued the
bridge company for the injury done hie s'ca nboat, and
the bridge company sued the steamboat man for running
against the bridge. What was the result? The federal
court, silting al Indianapolis this winter, rendered Jidg-
ment for llie steamboat proprietor, becau-e ih" bri !ge had
obstructed a navigable river.one made eo by no other
means than by the ordinance of 1;S7.and they refused
to render judgment for the bridge company, because they
were wrongfully in possession.

Sir, I have various authorities on this subject, which I
couM present; and I beg leave to say here, that it my
coursn or my opinions are subject to the censure of, and
are abhorrent to, the whole American people, and are
Iherelore infamous, I rnual be allowed lo return Ihe com¬

pliment, and retOf I by saying that I think that the views
of the senator have, from their own weakuea*. sunk to


